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imprisonment." How a hawker can be made to confine hawking merely
to a Location, it is difficult to understand. Mr. Kruger's Government,
although it did many unkind things, never went so far as the Pietersburg
Town Council would go. There are many lawyers on the Pietersburg
Town Council, and it seems strange that it never occurred to any of them
that the Town Council was making itself ridiculous in trying to arrogate
to itself powers which by statute it does not possess. Pushed to its logical
conclusion, the resolution would involve the compounding of British
Indians without the elaborate necessity of a special Ordinance, for if an
Indian can hawk his goods only within the confines of his Location, it
would not be at all unfair to say that he could move about also only
within his Bazaar, and should never go beyond the Bazaar line. We
have no doubt that such an interpretation of the powers of the
Town Council would be an ideal thing in the estimation of the Town
Council of Pietersburg. We, however, hope that Sir Arthur Lawley will
save the Council from ridicule and an impossible position by telling it
plainly that the bye-law proposed to be framed could not be sanctioned.
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105. LETTER TO DR. PORTER
21 to 24, COURT CHAMBERS,
February 20, 1904
DR. C. PORTER
MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH
JOHANNESBURG
DEAR DR. PORTER,
I am obliged to you for your letter of even date.
The only reason why I wrote the letter, to portions of which you have
taken exception, was to serve the cause of sanitation and my own
countrymen. I do not withdraw anything that I have stated, because, if
it were necessary, every one of my statements could be supported.
I cannot, however, help correcting your impression that Kaffirs are
taken by the Indians as lodgers. They have absolutely no power to sub-let.
I can only hope that the condition of things at present existing will
soon end.
/ remain,
Tours truly,
M.K. GANDHI
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